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DR. HAMIL TON 
Thomas Linacre Award 
The 1965 Thomas Linacre Award was presented to Eugene G. 
Hamilton of St. Louis, Missouri. His article, "Preparatior · Marriage," 
published in the November, 1965 issue of the LINACRE , ,RTERLY was 
judged by a special Editorial Committee of the Federat :.o constitute 
the most significant contribution by a physician to la,.. Jr's issues of 
the journal. 
Dr. Hamilton is a member of the Catholic Ph: 
St. Louis and is engaged in the private practice of oL 
cology. He is a Fellow of the American College c 
Diplomate of the American Board of Obstetrics anc 
since 1953 has served as Assistant Professor in this 
ns' Guild of 
ics and gyne· 
.rgeons and a 
ynecology and 
.J at St. Louis 
University School of Medicine. In his work Dr. Har. Jn is associated 
with St. Louis City Hospital, the Missouri State !VJ,_ .11 Hospital, St
.
Mary's Hospital, and St. John's Mercy Hospital. 
The Linacre Award was presented by Dr. Williaa, _;. Egan, editor 
of
- · of the LINACRE QUARTERLY, to Dr. Hamilton at the b, .ikfast meeting 
the National Federation held at the Conrad Hilton H d on Wednes
day,
June 29. 
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Through My Window 
ROMAN E. GALASINSKI, M.D., F.A.C.S. 
Everyone sees life through an in­
dividual window. At this moment 
I am looking through my window 
viewing a bird feeder chock full of 
seeds. I am entranced with the ac­
tivities of the squirrels, blue jays, 
and chickadees. I tell everyone how 
I supply the feeders with food. Sud­
denly, I begin to wonder whether 
my motivation is really for the wel­
fare of the birds and the squirrels 
or whether unconsciously and self­
ishly I am more concerned with the 
pleasure their visitation brings me. 
I know that these birds can exist 
without me. However, I begin to 
wonder, am I· contributing to the 
luxury of their living? 
My reflections further arouse my 
curiosity about the social reformer. 
Are the advocates of uni-lateral 
. social reform really interested in 
mankind or are they subconsciously 
sa�sfying a desire to foist upon 
SOC1ety a philosophy which sustains 
them? There is a weakness in all of 
us to see life through the window of 
our own limited knowledge and 
experience. On a gray somber day
We complain because we miss the 
beauty and the comfort of the golden 
�th of sunlight. Does the wel­
farist .really feel that he can bring IUnshine to all people at all times?
r. c�n see where, in the past, 
soc
.1a.hzed medicine has broughtclefin.ite benefits to those countries 
lrbere the people never had the
advantages of even the most meager
of medical care. · But how do you 
�. 1966 
justify socialized medicine in a coun­
try such as ours where the people 
have had the best medi�·,, 1 quality 
care in the world? 
A decade of constant pressure has 
finally brought about a limited form 
of socialized medicine in this coun­
try through passage of Public Law 
89-97. The history of this struggle 
since before 1946 is well known, 
and would be redundant in repeti .. 
tion, but it is important to point out 
that whereas Chapter 18 under So, 
cial Security is Medicare for those 
over 65- Chapter 19 (as worthy 
as it is now) does have the explosive 
potential of bringing about total 
socialized medicine in this country. 
During this same decade there 
also has been another explosio:• 
- an atomic fallout of sr:ientifi,� 
knowledge. 
Yes, we are living in an atomic 
age - a space age - limited only 
by the unlimited imagination of the 
mind of man. It also appears that 
since Genesis, this century has been 
marked as the "day" of revelation 
of scientific knowledge. We should 
be grateful for the development of 
basic scientific truths. The pure 
scientist deals in the research and 
fruition of these truths. For this, 
some condemn the scientists. Wit­
ness the criticism of the development 
of nuclear energy. It is tragic that 
its potential and real force had to 
be demonstrated as an atomic bomb,
but it did shock the world into its
recognition and presence. Later the
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